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PUBLIC OPINION STRONG FOR AMENDMENT 


ENTUCKY, Nevada, New Mexico and Kansas 

kK have ratified the Amendment this year, bring- 

ing the total number to 28 and reducing to 8 

the number of additional states needed. Twelve states 

are still to act upon the Amendment in regular session 

this year and, if the voice of the people is heeded, rat- 
ification will be completed. 


Poll Shows 76 Per Cent for Amendment 


Results of a poll on the Child Labor Amendment 
conducted by the American Institute of Public Opin- 
ion (the Gallup poll which so accurately predicted the 
results of the Presi- 


and New York. In New York, where 83 per cent of 
the citizens were for ratification, resentment at what 
is termed legislation for organized minorities is out- 
spoken. There is every indication that the issue will be 
taken to the polls, either in a popular referendum or 
as a campaign issue in the elections next November. 


Republican Approval Increases 


Interesting about the poll is the fact that results 
show sentiment on the exact wording of the Amend- 
ment. Neither ‘Child Labor” nor “Youth Control” 
was mentioned. The question asked was: Do you favor 

an Amendment to the 
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pared with the pre- 

vious poll taken by the Institute nine months ago, 
when the percentage favoring the Amendment was 63 
—and when three states (Kansas, Maryland, and 
South Dakota) returned a majority against the 
Amendment. 


Four Legislatures Flout Public Opinion 


In the face of this strong and steadily growing pub- 
lic opinion, four state legislatures have rejected the 
Amendment—North Carolina, South Dakota, Texas 


Herald Tribune Fails to Publish Poll 


Exclusive New York City rights to publish the Gal- 
lup poll belong to the Herald Tribune. Originator of 
the title “Youth Control Amendment” as misnomer 
for the pending anti-child labor measure, this violently 
opposed New York daily did not print the child labor 

ll, released the day before the legislative Hearing 
at Albany. The Herald Tribune, incidentally even 
altered Associated Press dispatches to read ‘‘Youth 
(Continued on Page 2) 
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SHAMEFUL TACTICS 


AN appeal to racial feeling in the South is the most 

recent effort of the National Committee for the 
Protection of Child, Family, School and Church to 
alienate support from the Child Labor Amendment. 

Invoking ‘the recollection of the trying days follow- 
ing the Civil War,” a leaflet, The So-Called Child 
Labor Amendment and the South, calls upon the south- 
ern states to reject the Amendment and says in closing: 

‘‘Education, in particular, would have to be uniform, and 
non-discriminatory, under federal control. And there would, 
in all probability result attempts to level and equalize the 
races in the South, with the power to command and enforce 
co-education and equal treatment in every respect for whites 
and colored... . 

‘Nor is it reassuring that the espousal of such policies has 
recently been revived in Washington.” 

On a par with this appeal to prejudice is a vivid flier, 
“Do We Want This in America?” picturing a group 
of children in Italy marching in formation with mili- 
tary equipment and claiming that under the Child 
Labor Amendment enforced military training for 
children would be possible. We thought this particular 
bogey had been spiked once for all three years ago by 
Professor Manley O. Hudson, Bemis Professor of In- 
ternational Law, Harvard Law School, who pointed 
out that Congress already had power to enforce mili- 
tary training of children, if it wished to do anything so 
absurd. 

These are but samples of the almost hysterical drive 
against the Amendment being waged this year by pow- 
erful reactionary economic groups. With President 
Roosevelt, ex-President Hoover, and ex-Governor 
Landon all endorsing the Amendment, these groups 
realize it stands good chances of completing ratifica- 
tion this year. So in an efficiently organized, skillfully 
generaled and well-financed campaign they have raised 
fantastic arguments against the Amendment designed 
to appeal to the various fears, prejudices and economic 
interests of the different sections of the country. In 
New York and Massachusetts, has been sown and cul- 
tivated the fear that the Amendment would lead to 
interference with parochial schools; in the South an at- 
tempt has been made to invoke racial feeling; in other 
sections the farmers have been the special target and 


the Amendment pictured as a deliberate attempt to 
prohibit children from helping their parents at home 
and on the farm. 

The citizens of the United States have not been mis- 
led by this false propaganda. Seventy-six per cent 
have declared themselves in favor of the Amendment. 
It is only the tremendous political power wielded by 
the groups opposing that has thus far prevented the 
will of the people from becoming effective. 

Ratification will still be acted upon this year by 12 
state legislatures: 


Connecticut Georgia Missouri South Carolina 
Delaware Maryland Nebraska Tennessee 
Florida Massachusetts Rhode Island Vermont 


We urge every member and friend of the National 
Child Labor Committee who lives in any of these states 
to wire or write his state legislators immediately, urg- 
ing a favorable vote. Ask organizations with which 
you are associated to do the same. 

Organized mass pressure, exerted when victory was 
already in sight, was responsible for the adverse vote 
in the New York Assembly. This vote reflected, we 
believe, not the will of the people but the will of the 
Catholic Church. Through its remarkable organiza- 
tion, the Church can make its strength felt, via post 
card protests, in a way that is not possible for the sup- 
porting groups, who, though numerically as great, do 
not have the same type of organization. Other states 
must take this lesson to heart. Use organized mass 
pressure for the Amendment—and do it now. 





DEAR MEMBER OF ASSEMBLY: 
| WISH TO EXPRESS MY STRONG 
OPPOSITION TO THE YOUTH CONTROL 


AMENDMENT. 
VERY TRULY 











Here is the printed post card distributed in Roman Catholic Churches 
throughout New York State. On the reverse side it is addressed to 
the Assemblyman in whose district the church is located. 


PUBLIC OPINION STRONG 


(Continued from Page 1) 


Control Amendment” 
Amendment.” 

Such action, typical of the whole campaign of slan- 
derous misrepresentation and red baiting directed by 
the opponents, will not prevent final ratification. The 
collective support of those who want to see this 
Amendment in effect must be exerted. Ordinarily those 
who oppose a measure are more vocal than those 
who support it. The 24 per cent who are against the 
Amendment will make their wishes known in no un- 
certain way. It is up to the 76 per cent of the people 
who favor it to make their voices heard—and heard in 
their own state legislatures. | 


instead of “Child Labor 
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IN REPLY TO CARDINAL HAYES 


HE defeat of the Child Labor Amendment by the 

New York Assembly, after its passage by a large 
majority in the Senate, is, all concede, due to the oppo- 
sition of the Roman Catholic Church. 

First officially expressed by a member of the Hier- 
archy at the Hearing in Albany, it was even more forc- 
ibly presented when a letter from Cardinal Hayes was 
read in hundreds of Catholic Churches throughout the 
State and thousands of post cards addressed to As- 
semblymen, urging defeat of the “Youth Control 
Amendment,” were distributed at church services for 
signature. In some churches, newspapers reported, 
ushers distributed pencils and collected the cards for 
mailing. 

Inasmuch as the attitude of the Catholic Church is 
an important factor in other states, in some the deter- 
mining factor, we print in full an open letter to Assem- 
blymen, answering Cardinal Hayes’ letter. This was 
signed by 150 civic and religious leaders throughout 
the State, including several Protestant Bishops, Prot- 
estant and Jewish clergymen, educators, industrialists, 
lawyers, social workers, etc. 





Assemblyman 


On Sunday morning, February twenty- esis a let- 
ter from His Eminence, Cardinal Hayes, to Bishop Gib- 
bons of Albany, was read in the Catholic churches in 
New York City and seven up-state counties. After 
reading this letter, in which the Cardinal served as 
spokesman for the eight Bishops in the State, many 
pastors, we understand, urged their congregants to 
send messages immediately to their Assemblymen op- 
posing ratification of the Child Labor Amendment. 
The effect of this letter and the organized opposition 
of the Catholic Church at the Hearing in Albany has 
been, in our judgment, most unfortunate. 


In the first place, in the minds of many, it has given 
a social question the character of a religious issue. We 
cannot believe that the Cardinal meant to give this im- 
pression in his letter. For the Child Labor Amendment 
in no way invades the rights of any religious group. It 
is a piece of social legislation and must be considered 
solely in the light of social conditions and the needs of 
the children of America. To imply, even remotely, that 
it would adversely affect the children of any religious 
communion is contrary to the wording and spirit of the 
Amendment itself. That no threat to organized reli- 
gion was intended is, we believe, evident in the fact 
that the Amendment was framed by two such men as 
the late Senator Thomas J. Walsh, a Catholic, and 
Senator George Wharton Pepper. 

Another unfortunate effect of the letter, we under- 
stand, is to persuade some Assemblymen to vote 
against ratification of the Child Labor Amendment in 
spite of the fact that their constituents Cand eighty- 





three per cent of the citizens of the State, according to 
a recent poll) are in favor of ratification. We are cer- 
tain that the Cardinal did not mean to exercise this 
influence upon such legislators in Albany, for he is 
well aware that the members of the Assembly are 
elected to the Legislature as the representatives of the 
people and therefore are responsible, as legislators, 
not to any religious organizations, but to the citizens of 
the State. If they were to act otherwise, they would be 
violating their very oath of office. 

In his letter the Cardinal expresses his approval of 
the child labor laws of the State of New York, and 
seems to be of the opinion that child labor in our coun- 
try can be ended through state action. We are under 
the necessity of pointing out that state action has been 
tried for a generation or more, and the results are most 
discouraging. Only eight states out of forty-eight in 
the Union today have laws setting 16 years as the min- 
imum age for the labor of children in factories. The 
history of social legislation in the United States can 
lead the impartial student to only one conclusion and 
that is that the evil of child labor can be eliminated and 
children rescued from the mills, the factories, the 
mines and industrialized agriculture only through Fed- 
eral action that covers the whole country. 

The Cardinal also expressed the fear that the 
Amendment will confer upon some distant agency in 
Washington excessively broad powers over the lives 
and activities of persons under eighteen years of age. 
We are at a loss to understand this strange distrust of 
Congress and the Federal Government. The members 
of Congress are elected in the same manner as the 
members of the State Legislature and in the same way 
are directly responsible to the people who place them 
in office. If Congress can be trusted to legislate, as it 
does from day to day, on matters that are vital to the 
lives of 130 million American citizens, the members 
of the Senate and the House of Representatives can 
surely be trusted not to violate the rights of parents in 
any state. Moreover, these rights are sufficiently 
guarded by provisions of the Constitution. 

Cardinal Hayes, as an American citizen, is free as is 
every other citizen, operily to present to the people of 
the State, his arguments against the Child Labor 
Amendment, but, holding the high office that he does, 
he would not, we are convinced, want his letter to be 
interpreted as an effort to impress upon the legislators 
of the State the will of the Catholic Church. We in our 
turn, speaking as citizens, remind the members of the 
Assembly that they are to act solely as the representa- 
tives of the citizens of New York and, as representa- 
tives of the citizens of the State, urge them to ratify 
the Amendment without delay and end the evil of 
child labor in our country. 

Very sincerely yours, 





The AMERICAN CHILD 





March, 1937 





CHURCH AND CHILD LABOR— Editorial Comments 


“Washington’s Birthday, 1937, may prove to have 
been an important day in the history of the United 
States. That day may have seen the beginning of a 
Church vs. State conflict in this country—something 
that has no rightful place in this country... . 

“We do not know to what extent a Catholic prelate 
feels he has divested himself of his clerical character 
when he goes into a political meeting to speak his 
views. We infer from Bishop Gibbons’ phrase, . . . ‘to 
the mind of the mere layman,’ that he considered him- 
self speaking as a layman, not as a cleric. What he 
meant by the phrase ‘mighty poor politics’ we don’t 
know, unless it was intended as a threat... . 

“We hope there will be no Church-State conflict 
here, now or in future. Such conflicts can inflict ter- 
rible wounds and leave awful scars. . . .” 


—New York Daily News, Feb. 24, 1937 
* ok ok 


“The Child Labor Amendment has been defeated in 
New York, and the predominating reason, frankly and 
undenied, was fear of going against the Catholic 
clergy... . No other power in the State seemed likely, 
either alone or in combination, to prevent ratification. 
So the Church vetoed it. 

“Precedents were not lacking for this ecclesiastical 
intervention. The Methodist Board of Temperance, 
Prohibition and Public Morals constituted itself a 
political guardian of prohibition and the bitter foe 
of the repeal amendment. We opposed the political 
views of the organized Methodists in 1933 and of the 
organized Catholics now, and even if we should agree 
with the secular cause espoused by a Church as such 
we believe the political atmosphere is more whole- 
some when religion keeps out. . . .” 


—New York World-Telegram, March 10, 1937 


‘,.. . These men voted as they did because of the 
pressure of part of the Catholic clergy. There is no 
question in any one’s mind that, had that pressure not 
been brought to bear, the Amendment would stand 
ratified in New York today and the blessings of an 
era without child labor would be at least a year closer 
in this country. ... 

“There is no question but that the Catholic position 
was based on the highest motives: fear of Congres- 
sional interference with parochial education. The Post, 
which would be the first to fight against any interfer- 
ence with parochial education, finds this fear com- 
pletely unjustified by the amendment’s well-known 
wording, which refers to ‘labor’ only. 

“It was taking a great responsibility to thwart a 
long-overdue reform on the basis of a vague, un- 


founded fear. ... New York Post, March 11, 1937 
% % # 


“The definition of the word ‘labor’ used by sincere 
anti-ratificationists is also employed by the National 
Manufacturers Association and by the Southern inter- 
ests in their ruthless fight against the amendment. 

“But whereas the church is sincere in its opinion, 
the selfish interests opposing ratification are hiding 
behind the vestments of the Catholic clergy, to win 
prestige and support in their Northern campaign of 
obstruction. . . . 

“It is with some hesitation that newspapers engage 
in a controversy with members of the Catholic clergy. 
They fear that they will be misunderstood by their 
Catholic readers. But we are willing to risk that dan- 
ger. We believe that our Catholic readers will grant 
us the same right to express a candid opinion, which 
we grant them and their clergy. . . .” 


—Staten Island CN. Y.)) Advance, March 4, 1937 























THE ALTERNATIVE 
Courtesy, New York Post : 


Address 


EIGHT MORE STATES MUST 


RATIFY! 


NATIONAL CHILD LABOR COMMITTEE 
419 Fourth Avenue, New York City 


T emclose $ oo... nce eeeceeeee to aid in your campaign to secure 
ratification of the Federal Child Labor Amendment by eight 


more states this year. 
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